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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is a response to communications dated 01/03/06. Claims 1-43 
are pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Xu et 
al (IVIobile IP Based Micro Mobility Management Protocol in The Third Generation 
Wireless Network, Internet Draft, pages 1-16, November 2000) (hereinafter "Xu"). 

Regarding claim 1, in accordance with Xu reference entirety, Xu discloses a 
method to perform a low latency inter-technology handoff of a mobile node (MN) from a 
wireless local area network (WLAN) {Fig. 1; RNl\l) to a cellular network {Fig. 1; PDSN) 
{see Abstract or Fig. 1 on page 3), comprising: 

transmitting a message from the MN to the WLAN for use by the cellular network, 
the message comprising information for use in establishing at least one access bearer 
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with the cellular network for an ongoing packet data session of the MN being conducted 
through the WLAN (page 4, section 4. 1 and thereinafter, it is disclosed "In a cdma2000 
network, the mobile node initiates a connection by sending a call setup indication to the 
RNN acmss the radio network. When this indication is received by a RNN. a 
Registration Request will be sent from the RNN to the PDSN to setup a new RP 
session"); and 

responding to the receipt of the message with a Router Advertisement message 
that is fonwarded towards the MN (page 4. section 4. 1 and thereinafter, it is disclosed 
"When a Registration Request is received by a PDSN. the information from the Session 
Specific Extension (see next section) will be used to identify a RP session. When a 
registration is accepted, a GRE tunnel will be created for this Mobile Node". Moreover, 
on page 7, section 4.3. it is further disclosed "The registration Reply will be sent by a 
PDSN'). 

Regarding claim 27, in accordance with Xu reference entirety, Xu discloses a 
data communications system comprising a mobile node (MN) (Fig. 1; MN), a wireless 
local area network (WLAN) {Fig. 1; RNN) and a cellular network {Fig. 1; PDSN) {see 
Abstract or Fig. 1 on page 3), further comprising: 

a transmitter (Fig. 1; MN) for transmitting a message (call setup) from the MN to 
the WLAN for use by the cellular network, the message comprising information for use 
in establishing at least one access bearer with the cellular network for an ongoing 
packet data session of the MN {page 4. section 4. 1 and thereinafter, it is disclosed "In a 
cdmaZOOO network, the mobile node initiates a connection by sending a call setup 
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indication to the RNN across the radio network. When this indication is received by a 
RNN, a Registration Request will be sent from the RNN to the PDSN to setup a new RP 
session'); and 

a unit (Fig. 1 ; PDSN) to respond to the receipt of the message with a Router 
Advertisement message that is forwarded towards the MN {page 4, section 4.1 and 
thereinafter, it is disclosed "When a Registration Request is received by a PDSN, the 
information from the Session Specific Extension (see next section) will be used to 
identify a RP session. When a registration is accepted, a GRE tunnel will be created for 
this Mobile Node"). 

3. Claims 1-6, 23, 26-28, 31-34, 37-40 and 42-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Purnadi et al (USP 6,708,031) (hereinafter "Purnadi"). 

Regarding claim 1, in accordance with Pumadi reference entirety, Purnadi 
discloses a method (Fig. 5) to perform a low latency inter-technology handoff of a 
mobile node (501) from a wireless local area network (cdma2000) (jFig. 1) to a cellular 
network (GPRS) {see Abstract or Figs. 1-2), comprising: 

transmitting a message from the MN to the WLAN for use by the cellular network, 
the message {authentication extension) comprising information for use in establishing at 
least one access bearer with the cellular network for an ongoing packet data session of 
the MN being conducted through the WLAN {col. 9, lines 5-15, Pumadi discloses mobile 
station sends an MIP Registration Request message to the WGW including the 
authentication extension in the Registration request"); and 
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responding to tlie receipt of the message with a Router Advertisement message 
that is foHA/arded towards the IVIN (col. 9, lines 16-29, Pumadi discloses AuC sends 
back the MIP Registration Reply message having two authentication extensions to the 
mobile station via WGW). 

Regarding claim 2, in addition to features recited in base claim 1 (see rationales 
discussed above), Pumadi further discloses where the message is piggybacked on 
another message (co/. 9, lines 6-8, Pumadi discloses mobile station includes the 
authentication extension (message) in the (piggybacked) Registration Request 
Message). 

Regarding claim 3, in addition to features recited in base claim 1 (see rationales 
discussed above), Pumadi further discloses where the message comprises information 
expressive of a QoS requirement of at least one ongoing application of the MN (coA 6, 
lines 9-11 or it is inherent by Wireless IP Network Standard to include differentiated 
sen/ices behavior indicated in the user's f^DIUS profile). 

Regarding claim 4, in addition to features recited in base claim 1 (see rationales 
discussed above), Purnadi further discloses wherein the information message 
comprises information expressive of a unique identity of the MN that is recognizable by 
the cellular network (co/. 9, lines 10-1 1 and also see mobile packet zone identifier to 
GPRS routing area identifier mapping is discussed at col. 6, line 60). 

Regarding claim 5, in addition to features recited in base claim 1 (see rationales 
discussed above), Purnadi further discloses where the message comprises information 
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expressive of parameters to facilitate the creation of a point-to-point protocol state in the 
cellular network {coL 10, lines 39-40), 

Regarding claim 6, in addition to features recited in base claim 1 (see rationales 
discussed above), Pumadi further discloses where the message comprises information 
expressive of parameters to enable establishment of packet filters in the cellular 
network {coL 9, lines 28-29, Purnadi discloses security key shared between the mobile 
station and the AuC. The security key is inherently enable establishment of packet 
filters in the cellular network). 

Regarding claim 23, in addition to features recited in base claim 1 (see 
rationales discussed above), Purnadi further discloses where the message is sent by 
the MN in an encrypted fomi using a shared secret between the MN and a home 
Authentication, Authorization, Accounting (AAA) function (AuC) of the MN in the cellular 
network {coL 9, lines 5-28). 

Regarding claims 26 and 42, in addition to features recited in base claim 1 (see 
rationales discussed above), Purnadi further discloses where the MN transmits the 
message in response to a change in at least one of WLAN-related signal strength, 
signal quality and other information {Routing Area Updated is discussed at coL 6, lines 
59-62). 

Regarding claim 27, in accordance with Purnadi reference entirety, Purnadi 
discloses a data communications system (Figs. 1-5) comprising a mobile node (100; 
400 or 501) a wireless local area network (cdma2000) and a cellular network (GPRS), 
further comprising: 
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a transmitter (100; 400 or 501 ) for transmitting a message {MIP Registration 
Request Message {authentication extension)) from the MN to the WLAN for use by the 
cellular network, the message comprising information for use in establishing at least one 
access bearer with the cellular network for an ongoing packet data session of the MN 
{col. 9, lines 5-1 5)\ and 

a unit (Fig. 5; WGW) to respond to the receipt of the message with a Router 
Advertisement message (MIP Registration Reply Message (authentication extensions) 
that is foHA/arded towards the MN {coL 9, lines 16-29), 

Regarding claim 28, in addition to features recited in base claim 27 (see 
rationales discussed above), Purnadi further discloses where the message is 
piggybacked on another message {col. 9, lines 6-8, Purnadi discloses mobile station 
includes the authentication extension (message) in the (piggybacked) Registration 
Request Message). 

Regarding claim 31, in addition to features recited in base claim 27 (see 
rationales discussed above), Purnadi further discloses where the message comprises 
information expressive of a QoS requirement of at least one ongoing application of the 
MN (not explicitly shown; inherent by Wireless IP Network Standard to include 
differentiated services behavior indicated in the user's RADIUS profile), a unique 
identity of the MN that is recognizable by the cellular network (co/. 9, lines 10-1 1 and 
also see mobile packet zone identifier to GPRS routing area identifier mapping is 
discussed at coL 6, line 60), parameters to facilitate the creation of a point-to-point 
protocol state in the cellular network {col. 10, lines 39-40), and parameters to enable 
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establishment of packet filters in the cellular network {col. 9, lines 28-29, PumadI 
discloses security key stiared between the mobile station and the AuC. The security 
key is inherently enable establishment of packet filters in the cellular networi<). 

Regarding claim 32, in addition to features recited in base claim 27 (see 
rationales discussed above), Purnadi further discloses where the message is received 
by a Packet Data Support Node (PDSN) (WGW is corresponding to "PDSN") {col. 6. 
lines 9-11 and line 48). 

Regarding claims 33-34, the claims call for a computer program minrored the 
claimed limitations of claims 1-2. Thus, they are rejected by the same rationales 
applied to claims 1-2 discussed above. 

Regarding claim 37, in addition to features recited in base claim 33 (see 
rationales discussed above), Purnadi further discloses where the message comprises 
information expressive of a QoS requirement of at least one ongoing application of the 
MN (not explicitly shown; inherent by Wireless IP Network Standard to include 
differentiated services behavior indicated in the user's RADIUS profile), a unique 
identity of the MN that is recognizable by the cellular network {col. 9, lines 10-11 and 
also see mobile packet zone identifier to GPRS routing area identifier mapping is 
discussed at col. 6, line 60), parameters to facilitate the creation of a point-to-point 
protocol state in the cellular network {col. 10, lines 39-40), and parameters to enable 
establishment of packet filters in the cellular network {col. 9, lines 28-29. Purnadi 
discloses security key shared between the mobile station and the AuC. The security 
key is inherently enable establishment of packet filters in the cellular network). 
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Regarding claims 38-39, the claims call for a computer program min'or the 
claimed limitations of claims 27 and 32. Thus, they are rejected by the same rationales 
applied to claims 27 and 32 discussed above. 

Regarding claim 40, cdma2000 cellular network is depicted in Figure 4. 

Regarding claim 43, in accordance with Pumadi reference entirety, Pumadi 
discloses a method (Fig. 5) to perform a low latency inter-technology handoff of a 
mobile node (501) from a wireless local area network (cdma2000) {Fig. 1) to a cellular 
network {GPRS) {see Abstract or Figs. 1-2), comprising: 

transmitting a message from the MN to the WLAN for use by the cellular network, 
the message {auttientication extension) comprising information for use in establishing at 
least one access bearer with the cellular network for an ongoing packet data session of 
the MN being conducted through the WLAN {col. 9, lines 5-15, Purnadi discloses mobile 
station sends an MIP Registration Request message to the WGW including the 
authentication extension in the Registration request"), the information expressive of a 
QoS requirement of at least one ongoing application of the MN {col. 6, lines 9-1 1 or it is 
inherent by Wireless IP Network Standard to include differentiated services behavior 
indicated in the user's RADIUS profile) and information expressive of a unique identity 
of the MN that is recognizable by the cellular network {col. 9, lines 10-11 and also see 
mobile packet zone identifier to GPRS routing area identifier mapping is discussed at 
col. 6, line 60); and 

responding to the receipt of the message with a Router Advertisement 
message that is forwarded towards the MN, the response message comprising a 
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challenge for authenticating the IVIN in the cellular network {col. 9, lines 16-29, Pumadi 
discloses AuC sends back the MIP Registration Reply message having two 
authentication extensions to the mobile station via WGW). 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. Claims 7-22. 24-25, 29-30, 35-36 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Pumadi in view of Maiki et al (Low Latency Handoff in Mobile 
IPv4, Internet Draft, pages 1-65, May 2001) (hereinafter "MaIki"). 

Regarding claims 7-22 and 24-25, in addition to features recited in base claim 1 
(see rationales discussed above), Pumadi fails to further discloses wherein the - 
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message is send in the context of mobile IP messages having Proxy Router Solicitation 
Request, Proxy Router Advertisement and HI/HACK messages in a manner as recited 
in the claims. However, such limitations lack thereof from Purnadi is well known and 
disclosed by Malki. 

In accordance with Malki reference entirety, Malki discloses low latency handoffs 
in Mobile Ipv4 having the messages of Proxy Router Solicitation Request, Proxy Router 
Advertisement (see Figure 1 on page 14 and the description of message thereat) and 
HI/HACK {page 23, section 3.4.3) to support delay-sensitive or real-time services (see 
Malki's abstract). 

It would have been obvious to those skilled in the art at the time of invention was 
made to implement's Malki's teaching into Purnadi to arrive the claimed invention with a 
motivation to support delay-sensitive or real-time services (see Malki's abstract). 

Regarding claims 31-32, in addition to features recited in base claim 27 (see 
rationales discussed above), Purnadi fails to further discloses wherein the message is 
send in the context of mobile IP messages having Proxy Router Solicitation Request, 
Proxy Router Advertisement and HI/HACK messages in a manner as recited in the 
claims. However, such limitations lack thereof from Purnadi is well known and 
disclosed by Malki. 

In accordance with Malki reference entirety, Malki discloses low latency handoffs 
in Mobile Ipv4 having the messages of Proxy Router Solicitation Request, Proxy Router 
Advertisement (see Figure 1 on page 14 and the description of message thereat) and 
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HI/HACK {page 23, section 3.4.3) to support delay-sensitive or real-time services (see 
Malkl's abstract). 

It would have been obvious to those skilled in the art at the time of invention was 
made to implement's Malki's teaching into Purnadi to arrive the claimed invention with a 
motivation to support delay-sensitive or real-time services (see Malki's abstract). 

Regarding claim 41 , in addition to features recited in base claim 40 (see 
rationales discussed above), Purnadi fails to further discloses wherein the message is 
send in the context of mobile IP messages having Router Advertisement message 
comprising a Mobile Node-Foreign Agent challenge extension message in a manner as 
recited in the claim. However, such limitations lack thereof from Purnadi is well known 
and disclosed by Malki. 

In accordance with Malki reference entirety, Malki discloses low latency handoffs 
in Mobile Ipv4 having Router Advertisement message comprising a Mobile Node- 
Foreign Agent challenge extension message (see page 23, first paragraph) to support 
delay-sensitive or real-time services (see Malki's abstract). 

It would have been obvious to those skilled in the art at the time of invention was 
made to implement's Malki's teaching into Purnadi to arrive the claimed invention with a 
motivation to support delay-sensitive or real-time services (see Malki's abstract). 
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Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 01/03/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. The Applicants' arguments will be addressed hereinbelow in the order in 
which they appear in the response filed 01/03/06. 

In the Remarks of the outstanding response, on page 9, pertaining the rejection 
of claims 1 and 27 under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) as being anticipated by Xu reference. 
Applicants argue "the Examiner repeatedly equates a radio networl< node (RNN), as 
discussed byXu et ai, witii a wireless local area network (WLAN), as disclosed and 
employed by ttie subject application ... this is a mischaracterization of the technologies 
involved." To support the argument. Applicants further state "RNN is "a required IP 
[Internet Protocol] element in cdma2000 networks" whose "main functionality is to direct 
PPP [point-to-point] connection request from TE [terminal equipment] the appropriate 
PDSN [packet data serving node] that should handle the TE."" In addition, Applicants 
further refer to documents by Dehnie, Dao et al, and Young {page 9, last paragraph 
continues to page 12, first paragraph), not accorded in the application nor submitted in 
the form of information disclosure statement (IDS) to support their argument that the 
differences between the WLAN and CDMA2000 are very pronounced. 

In response Examiner respectfully disagrees for the following rationales. 

The term WLAN, as known in the art and listed in the background of the instant 
application, is a broad temn for any wireless communications technologies that employs 
Internet protocols to include 802.1 1 b, 802.1 la, 802.1 1g, Bluetooth or 802.16, HiperLAN 
I, HiperLAN II, and Mobile IP, ...etc. Mobile IP is the most relevant WLAN technology 
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and it is disclosed in the instant application. Mobile IP must have all the functionalities 
or elements of a mobile host (MH). a home agent (HA), a foreign agent (FA) and a 
corresponding host (CH). There is no doubt that Su's system, as clearly pointed out in 
the Office Action, is the WLAN because all of the above functionalities or element are 
disclosed and incorporated in the Su's system (see Fig. 1 and pages 3-4 ofSu 
reference). Thus, Examiner asserts the interpretation of Xu reference is exact to that 
claimed by the Applicants of the instant application. 

The remained question is whether Su disclosed the claimed invention. Claims 1 
and 27 just blatantly call for [a method of transmitting a message from tf)e l\AN to tlie 
WiJ\N for use by the cellular networl<, the message comprising information for use in 
establishing an access bearer with the cellular network for an ongoing packet data 
session of the MN being conducted through the WLAN and responding to the receipt of 
the message with a message that is forwarded towards the A/fA/J. Su, as clearly pointed 
out in the Office Action, discloses just that. On page 4, section 4.1, mobile node 
initiates a connection by sending a call set up indication to the RNN across the radio 
network. When this indication is received by a RNN. a Registration Request (message) 
will be sent from the RNN to the PDSN to setup a new RP session. This corresponds to 
the claimed limitation of ''transmitting a message from the MN to the WLAN for use by 
the cellular network, the message comprising information for use in establishing an 
access bearer with the cellular network for an ongoing packet data session of the MN 
being conducted through the WLAN". Also on page 4, section 4.1 , Su further discloses 
"[When] a Registration Request (message) is received by a PDSN, the information from 


Application/Control Number: 1 0/600, 1 56 Page 1 5 

Art Unit: 2666 

the Session Specific Extension (see next session) will be used to identify a RP session. 
When a registration Is accepted, a GRE tunnel will be created for this Mobile Node". 
The Session Specific Extension is defined to carry Information related to the session 
between a Mobile Node and its serving PDSN (section 4.2). In addition, on page 7. 
section 4.3. Su further discloses "[The] Registration Reply will be sent by a PDSN". 
This corresponds to the claimed limitation of "responding to the receipt of the message 
with a message that is forwarded towards the MN". Thus. Su clearly disclosed the 
claimed invention. 

In the Remarks of the outstanding response, on page 12. third paragraph 
continues to page 13, third paragraph, pertaining the rejection of claims1-6, 23, 26-28. 
31-34, 37-40 and 42 under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) as being anticipated Purnadi et al 
reference. Applicants argue that Examiner mischaracterizes the technologies being 
discussed or wrongly equates a wireless local area network (WLAN) to CDMA2000. 

In response Examiner respectfully disagrees and asserts Examiner has correctly 
Interpreted the Purnadi reference. As depicted in Fig. 3, 4 or 5 and clearly pointed out 
in the Office Action, Purnadi discloses the incorporation of the Mobile IP functionalities 
or elements of a mobile host (MH), a home agent (HA), a foreign agent (FA) and a 
corresponding host (CH) in a cellular network. Therefore, Purnadi discloses the WLAN 
(please refer to the discussion above for Examiner's position on the term WLAN). 

Now, the remained question is whether Pumadi disclosed the claimed invention. 
Base claims 1 and 27 just blatantly call for [a method of transmitting a message from 
the I^N to the WLAN for use by the cellular network, the message comprising 
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information for use in establishing an access bearer witli the cellular network for an 
ongoing packet data session of the MN being conducted through the WLAN and 
responding to the receipt of the message with a message that is forwarded towards the 
MN\. Purnadi, as clearly pointed out in the Office Action, discloses just that. At col. 9, 
lines 5-15, Pumadi discloses mobile station sends an MIP Registration Request 
message to the WGW including the authentication extension in the Registration. This 
corresponds to the claimed limitation of '"transmitting a message from the MN to the 
WLAN for use by the cellular network, the message comprising information for use in 
establishing an access bearer with the cellular network for an ongoing packet data 
session of the MN being conducted through the WLAN\ At col. 9, lines 16-29, Pumadi 
further discloses AuC sends back the MIP Registration Reply message having two 
authentication extensions to the mobile station via WGW. This corresponds to the 
claimed limitation of "responding to the receipt of the message with a message that is 
forwarded towards the MN". Thus, Purnadi clearly disclosed the claimed invention. 

In the Remarks of the outstanding response, on page 13, last paragraph 
continues to page 14, pertaining the rejection of claims 7-22, 24, 25, 29, 30, 35. 36 and 
41 under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being anticipated Purnadi et al. in view of Maiki et al 
reference, Applicants just plainly state "[Applicants] reasserts the arguments made 
above with regards to the application of Purnadi et aL to the subject application. In that 
Purnadi et al. is inapplicable, claims 7-22, 24, 25, 29, 30, 35, 36 and 41 cannot be seen 
as unpatentable over Purnadi et aL in view ofMaIki et aL " 
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Applicants' statement has been noted. It appears the Applicants either fail to 
provide a persuasive argument to the contrary or attack the reference individually in a 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a). Please refer to the above discussion for the 
response to Purnadi's applicability to the claims. As for the response to the Applicants' 
attacking the reference individually in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a), Examiner's 
response is Applicants cannot show non-obviousness by attacking references 
individually where, as here the rejection is based on a combination of references. In re 
Keller, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981). 

Examiner believes an earnest attempt has been made in addressing all of the 
Applicants' arguments. Due to the amendment fails to place the application in a 
favorable condition for allowance and the arguments are not persuasive, the rejection is 
maintained. 

Coriclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Pahlavan et al, Handoff in Hybrid Mobile Data Networks, IEEE, pages 34-47, 

2000. 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Frank Duong whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3164. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00AM-3:30PM, Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supen/isor. Ahmad Matar can be reached on 571-272-7488. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infonnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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